03/13/2004 16:47 949-769-9532 


ERNIE BEUTUER 


PAGE 05 


App,No.: 10/065541 Page 5 of 5 

Filed: October 29, 2002 

Conf.No.: 7669 

REMARKS 

Tlic ExaJi).i.i.nei.'^s action aiid coneclioxx of applicants* ailumcy *u clculiuxi ib aypxcciatcd. 

Turning to the £xaminer*s art rejections, his positions Eire well taken. It is well known that at 
least some of the structures disclosed in this application have been employed to reduce cogging 
torque, but always to applicants' knowledge this was done to efTect tbe reduction when power wsah 
being applied. Applicants, to their knowledge, have been the first to recognize that these structures 
can be very effective to reduce the vibrations ttiat occur in electric starting motors tliat occur not 
when electtlcal power is being applied, but after the supply is discontinued. The claims have been 
aroehded to emphasize this. 

Having realized this for the first time, it is not unexpected that others would feel that this was 
obvious using the very effective expedient of hindsight reasoning. However the Examiner is most 
respectfhlly requested to try to erase this from his memory and look to see tf any of the cited art 
suggests that vibrations during coasting of the motor to stop was disclosed. It is submitted that the art 
does not teach this. Further It is submitted that since the problem was well known and that no one 
before applicants realized that this solution to the problem was possible, that the invention, though 
admittedly obvious in retrospect, is nevertheless patentable. Like all significant inventions the 
solution may be obvious in retrospect, but its elegant simplicity bespeaks of patentability. 

Therefore the Examiner is most respectfully requested to reconsider his positions regarding 
obviousness. 
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